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No. 02-1577

JOHAN R DRAYER, JR.,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY PCLI TI CAL SUB-DI VI SION, in
its capacity as enployers of officers and

agents, departnent, judiciary system

Def endant - Appell ee.

No. 02-1578
JOHN R DRAYER, JR
Plaintiff - Appellant,
and
JRS | NTERNATI ONAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT

CORPCORATI ON, Nassau, the Bahanmas,

Pl aintiff,

ver sus

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY POLITI CAL SUB- DI VI SI ON,
political sub-division in its capacity as
enpl oyers of officers, agents, departnents,
judiciary systent ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY TRI AL



TEAM in its capacity review ng proceedings
guardi anship, MV. Drayer resulting civil
suits/caveates; ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY POLICE
DEPARTMENT, i ndividually/corporately in their
capacities as police; AGENT BERGER, soci al
services, individually and in his capacity as
soci al services agent for Anne Arundel County;
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY JUDI Cl AL SYSTEM or phans,
circuit district courts, i ndi vi dual | y/
corporately in their capacity as officials of
judiciary; MARY V. DRAYER, court appointed
attorney, individually and corporately in the
capacity as officer/courts by judicial
appoi nt ment s/ j udges; ATTORNEY  BELL, Anne
Arundel County States Attorneys, action/
inaction in capacities of office, officers of
the county individually/corporately; CLERK, of
Anne Arundel County, recorders, in capacity of
of fice, |l and records, individually and
corporately; SHERIF JOHNSON, MAYOR JOHNSON
Anne Arundel County, in his official capacity
as mayor, Annapolis; OIHER JOE DCES, |isted/
conpl ai nt s/ pl eadi ngs; COURT OF APPEALS OF
MARYLAND, Docket #605; SUPREME COURT OF
APPEALS OF WEST VIRA NI A, Docket #534,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

No. 02-1669

JOHAN R DRAYER, JR.,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY PCLI TI CAL SUB-DI VI SION, in
its capacity as enployers of officers and

agents, departnents, judiciary system

Def endant - Appell ee.



No. 02-1670

JOHN R DRAYER, JR

Plaintiff

and

JRS | NTERNATI ONAL ESTATE MANAGENMENT
CORPORATI ON, Nassau, the Bahanas,

ver sus

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY POLITI CAL SUB-DI VI SI ON
political sub-division in its capacity as
enpl oyers of officers, agents, departnents,
judiciary system ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY TRI AL
TEAM in its capacity review ng proceedings
guardi anship, MV. Drayer resulting civil
sui ts/caveates; ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY POLICE
DEPARTMENT, i ndividually/corporately in their
capacities as police; AGENT BERGER, soci al
services, individually and in his capacity as
soci al services agent for Anne Arundel County;
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY JUDI Cl AL SYSTEM or phans,
circuit district courts, i ndi vi dual |'y/
corporately in their capacity as officials of
judiciary; MARY V. DRAYER, court appointed
attorney, individually and corporately in the
capacity as officer/courts by judicial
appoi nt nent s/ j udges; ATTORNEY  BELL, Anne
Arundel County States Attorneys, action/
inaction in capacities of office, officers of
t he county i ndividually/corporately; CLERK, of
Anne Arundel County, recorders, in capacity of
of fice, | and records, individually and
corporately; SHERIF JOHNSON, NAYOR JOHNSON
Anne Arundel County, in his official capacity
as mayor, Annapolis; OIHER JCE DCES, |isted/
conpl ai nt s/ pl eadi ngs; COURT OF APPEALS OF

- Appel |l ant,

Plaintiff,



MARYLAND, Docket #605; SUPREME COURT OF
APPEALS OF WEST VIRG NI A, Docket #534,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Frederic N. Smal kin, Chief District Judge.
(CA-00-1221-S, CA-01-729-5)

Subm tted: August 20, 2002 Deci ded: August 30, 2002

Before LUTTIG WLLIAVS, and KING Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

John R Drayer, Jr., Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

In these consolidated appeals, John R Drayer, Jr., appeals
the district court’s orders denying his notions under Fed. R Civ.
P. 59 and 60, denying his notions to file bel ated appeal s, denying
his notion for preparation of transcripts at governnent expense,
and denying |leave to appeal in forma pauperis. W have revi ewed
the records and the district court’s opinions and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we deny the notions for |eave to
proceed in forma pauperis and di sm ss the appeal s on the reasoning

of the district court. See Drayer v. Anne Arundel County, Nos. CA-

00-1221-S; CA-01-729-S (D. Md. May 21, 2002). W dispense with oral
argunment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



